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Mail Stop AF 
Commissioner for Patents 
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Dear Panel: 

In response to the Final Office Action mailed on July 7, 2010, Applicants request review 
of the final rejection in the above referenced application. This request is being filed with a 
Notice of Appeal. No amendments are filed with the request. 



Attorney Docket No. : PI 6142 



Patent Appl No. 10/616, 734 



Claim Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. S 103 

Claims 1, 19, and 30 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being obvious over 
Hayduk (U.S. Publication No. 2003/0054833 Al) in view of Aburai et al. (U.S. Publication No. 
2002/0090953 Al). Additionally Claims 2-5, 20-23, and 31-34 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a) as being obvious over Hayduk (U.S. Publication No. 2003/0054833 Al) in view of 
Aburai et al. (U.S. Publication No. 2002/0090953 Al) and further in view of Bates et al. (U.S. 
Patent No. 7,080,402). Applicants respectfully traverse these rejections which failed to meet the 
prima facie case of obviousness. 

To meet the case for a prima facie case of obviousness "The Examiner bears the initial 
burden of factually supporting any prima facie conclusion of obviousness." It is well estabhshed 
that prima facie obviousness is only established when the prior art reference (or references when 
combined) teach or suggest all the claim limitations. In re Vaeck, 947 F.2d 488 (Fed. Cir. 1991) 
(MPEP 2144) (emphasis added). In the present case, the Office Action failed to establish 
obviousness with respect to any of the independent claims (Claims 1, 19 and 30), thus also 
failing to estabUsh obviousness with respect to the dependent claims (Claims 2-5, 20-23 and 31- 
34). 

Specifically, the Office Action states that Hayduk teaches all elements of independent 
Claims 1,19 and 30 with the exception of "sending device configuration information associated 
with the wireless electronic device on the at least one supervisory devices regarding one or more 
functions associated with the wireless electronic device" or "causing the one or more functions 
associated with the wireless electronic device to conform to the preference and restriction 
information associated with the area of wireless coverage received by the wireless electronic 
device from the at least one supervisory devices.". The Office Action goes on to state that 
Aburai teaches these elements and that it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to combine Aburai with Hayduk to render these elements obvious. 

Applicants submit that neither Hayduk nor Aburai teach the elements as suggested by the 
Office Action. For example, the Office Action states that Hayduk teaches that device 
capabilities and preferences are sent to the broadcaster 104 and said information is examined and 
based on a determination select information is broadcasted and that this element allegedly 
teaches the element of "examining device configuration information associated with the wireless 
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electronic device on the at least one or more supervisory devices. Applicants strongly disagree. 
Hayduk merely shows that user preferences are sent to a broadcaster and appropriate information 
is then sent to the user's wireless device. This is in direct contrast to the scheme claimed herein 
where the supervisory device receives device configuration information regarding fiinctions on 
the device and sends preference and restriction information to the wireless electronic device. 

Similarly, Aburai also does not teach or suggest the claim elements stated in the Office 
Action. For example, as highlighted in Applicants' previously filed response, Aburai describes 
its scheme as: 

"In accordance with the present invention, there are provided a mobile communication device 
communication method and system in which positional and usage information is communicated when the use of the 
device corresponds to its usage limit . The system is featured by including steps of judging whether or not the use of 
the mobile communication device coiTesponds to its usage limit by collating positional information of the mobile 
device including a latitude and longitude of the device or including a latitude, longitude and altitude thereof with 
usage information set in the fonn of limits of latitude and longitude or in the form of limits of latitude, longitude and 
altitude; and transmitting or receiving usage information according to its judgement result." 

Aburai, Paragraph 5. 

There is nothing in Aburai that describes the claimed element of "sending device 
configuration information associated with the wireless electronic device on the at least one 
supervisory devices regarding one or more fiinctions associated with the wireless electronic 

device", as suggested by the Office Action. As shown above, Aburai describes a scheme 
wherein a "usage limit" is determined based on positional information. In contrast, the claimed 
invention sends "device configuration information" which includes information about the 
functions available on the device. Nothing whatsoever in Aburai teaches or suggests this 
element. 

Applicants therefore respectfiiUy submit that the Office Action has failed to teach all 
elements of the claimed invention whether relying on Hayduk alone or in combination with 
Aburai, as required to establish a prima facie case of obviousness. 
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CONCLUSION 

Applicants respectfully submit that in view of these remarks, the application is in 
condition for allowance and request prompt action in accordance therewith. If the Panel has 
any questions, the Panel is encouraged to contact the undersigned at (714)-730-8225. Please 
charge any shortage of fees in connection with the filing of this paper, including extension of 
time fees, to Deposit Account 50-0221 and please credit any excess fees to such account. 



Dated: October?. 2010 



Respectfully submitted. 
Customer Number - 59796 

/Sharmini N. Green. Reg. No. 41.410/ 



Sharmini N. Green 
Reg. No. 41,410 
Patent Attorney 
Intel Corporation 
(714)-730-8225 

Intel Corporation 
c/o CPA Global 
P.O. Box 52050 
Minneapolis, MN 55402 
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Listing of Claims: 

This listing of claims will replace all prior versions of the claims 

1 . (Previously presented) A method, comprising: 

establishing a connection between a wireless electronic device and at least one 
supervisory devices associated with an area of wireless coverage; 

sending device configuration information associated with the wireless electronic device 
on the at least one supervisory devices regarding one or more fimctions associated with the 
wireless electronic device; 

the at least one supervisory devices sending preference and restriction information 
associated with the area of wireless coverage to the wireless electronic device; and 

causing the one or more fimctions associated with the wireless electronic device to 
conform to the preference and restriction information associated with the area of wireless 
coverage received by the wireless electronic device fi-om the at least one supervisory devices. 

2. (Previously presented) The method of claim 1 wherein the area of wireless 
coverage includes one or more priority levels associated with the area of wireless coverage and 
each of the one or more fimctions of the wireless device includes an associated priority level. 

3. (Previously presented) The method of claim 2, fiirther comprising: 
comparing the one or more priority levels associated with the area of wireless coverage 

with each of the wireless electronic device's function priority level; and 

setting permissions for the operation of each of the wireless electronic device's function 
based on the results of the comparison. 

4. (Previously presented) The method of claim 3 wherein setting permissions for the 

operation of each of the wireless electronic device's function further comprises: 

allowing the operation of functions that have a higher priority level than any supervisory 

device priority level; and 

disallowing the operation of functions that have a lower priority level than a supervisory 

device priority level. 
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5. (Previously presented) The method of claim 4 wherein determining which 
functions are available on the wireless electronic device further comprises configuring the 
wireless electronic device to operate with the settings most preferred by the user that are still 
allowed by the at least one supervisory devices. 

6-18. (Canceled) 

19. (Previously presented) A system, comprising: 

a wireless electronic device, wherein the wireless electronic device comprises logic to: 
establish a connection between the wireless electronic device and at least one 

supervisory device associated with an area of wireless coverage; 
send device configuration information to the supervisory device regarding one or 
more functions associated with the wireless electronic device; 

and 

the at least one supervisory device associated with the area of wireless coverage, 
comprising logic to: 

receive the device configuration information from the wireless electronic device; 
send preference and restriction information associated with the area of wireless 
coverage to the wireless electronic device, the preference and restriction 

information for causing the one or more functions on the wireless electronic 
device to conform to policies within the area of wireless coverage. 

20. (Previously presented) The system of claim 19 wherein the area of wireless 
coverage includes one or more priority levels associated with the area of wireless coverage and 
each of the functions of the wireless electronic device includes an associated priority level. 

2 1 . (Previously presented) The system of claim 20, wherein the at least one 
supervisory device is fiirther operable to: 
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compare the one or more priority levels associated with the area of wireless coverage to 
the wireless electronic device's functions priority level; and 

set permissions for the operation of each of the wireless electronic device's functions 
based on the results of the comparison. 

22. (Previously presented) The system of claim 21, wherein the at least one 
supervisory device is further operable to: 

allow the operation of functions that have a higher priority level than any priority level 
associated with the area of wireless coverage; and 

disallow the operation of functions that have a lower priority level than a priority level 
associated with the area of wireless coverage. 

23. (Previously presented) The system of claim 22 wherein the at least one or more 
upervisory device is further operable to: 

configure the wireless device with permissions for each function that are most preferred 
by the user that are allowed within the area of wireless coverage. 

24-29. (Canceled) 

30. (Previously presented) A supervisory device associated with an area of wireless 
coverage, comprising logic to: 

establish a connection with a wireless electronic device; 

receive device configuration information from the wireless electronic device regarding 
one or more functions associated with the wireless electronic device; 

determine which of the one or more functions are available for use on the wireless 

electronic device in the area of wireless coverage; and 

based on the determination, send preference and restriction information to the wireless 
electronic device regarding the operation policy of each of the one or more functions on the 
wireless electronic device within the area of wireless coverage. 
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3 1 . (Previously presented) The device of claim 30 wherein the area of wireless 
coverage includes one or more priority levels associated with the area of wireless coverage and 
each of the one or more functions of the wireless device includes an associated priority level. 

32. (Previously presented) The device of claim 3 1 , wherein the supervisory device is 
further operable to: 

compare the one or more priority levels associated with the area of wireless coverage to 
each of the wireless device functions priority level; and 

set permissions for the operation of each of the wireless device functions based on the 
results of the comparison. 

33. (Previously presented) The device of claim 32, wherein the supervisory device 
associated with an area of wireless coverage is further operable to: 

allow the operation of functions that have a higher priority level than any priority level 
associated with the area of wireless coverage; and 

disallow the operation of functions that have a lower priority level than a priority level 
associated with the area of wireless coverage. 

34. (Previously presented) The system of claim 33 wherein the supervisory device 
associated with an area of wireless coverage is further operable to: 

configure the wireless device with permissions for each of the functions of the wireless 
electronic device that are most preferred by the user that are allowed within the area of 
wireless coverage. 
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